LETTER TO BERNOULLI.
nd resolved in various ways; for they afforded me more pleasure ban trouble.
I was working upon these when I happened to come across , proof of Dettonville's that was of a supremely easy nature, by irhich he proved the mensuration of the sphere as given by Archi-
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aedes,30 and showed from the similarity of the triangles EDC and ;BK that CK into DE - EC into EC; and hence, by taking BF - CK,
30 Figure 1 (see above) is of extreme interest. First of all it is not Bar-ow's "differential triangle," which is that of Fig. B below; this of course is nly what those who believe Leibniz's statement that he received no help rom Barrow, would expect. By the way, the figure given by Cantor as {arrow's is not quite accurate. (Cantor, III, p. 135.)
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But neither is it the figure of Pascal, which is that of Fig. C. Of course, am assuming that Gerhardt has given a correct copy of the figure given by .eibniz in his manuscript; although that which I have given of it, a faithful opy of Gerhardt's, shows that his curve was not a circle. I also assume that 'antor is correct in the figure that he gives from Pascal; although Cantor says lat the figure occurs in a tract on the sines of a quadrant, and not, as Leibniz tates, in a problem on the measurement of the sphere. Indeed it seems to me biat the figure is more likely to be connected with the area of the zone of a phere and the proof that this is equal to the corresponding belt on the circum-cribing cylinder than anything else. I am bound to assume these things, for have not had the opportunity of seeing either of the figures in the original ar myself. It is strange, in this connection, that Gerhardt in one place (G. 848, p. 15) gives 1674 as the date of the publication of Barrow, and in another